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Question 1.        
  Common Good's concept refers to a set of universal binding obligations in a community that create a sense of unity. These structures may involve sharing a common cultural aspect, or they may be material. This theory is backed up by the concept of the people sharing a common interest, therefore enabling the existence of everyday obligations in a set of different individuals. It can be seen in many general concepts in day-to-day living. Public parks that share a common idea of a location without individual ownership create a universal right and thus freedom. 
           This concept was brought about by the Era of the ancient Greek stated. This gave the sense of achievement of communal welfare from the unification of intention, which means that it is possible to achieve social structures such as social security and justice through individuals' collective responsibility (Callahan et al, 2003). The active participation of the general public is key to gaining political ideologies and public service. This creates a loophole for critics who question the existence through the individual entities are the basis for a social structure. It has a massive emphasis on the need for a shared sense of social responsivity. This is critiqued by the weight of the responsibility on each individual with no assurance. Its basis its central concept upon assumption of a critical aspect.
           The association with western politics also brings weakness to the concept; therefore, the arguments proven against the system can attribute to the whole philosophical ideology. According to Aristotle, man is naturally political, and it is an entity that is permanently embodied in his natural existence. With this said, then the critique that political ideology bases its concepts on assumptions is discredited, and the system has a full back up from nature. This idea's main contribution has been incorporated in collecting the political potential into a collective vision. After this incorporation, man can decide on a standard structure for management and thus living in harmony.

Other examples of the existence of common good involve the presence of public institutions like the Police department. The judicial system is also an excellent example of this concept; individuals in a society have a set code of conduct that governs them. If this code fails, then there exist such institutions to reinstate it. The common good has to be universally acceptable to enhance equality. The concept provides the core basis to political ideology, and it is the backbone to supporting its efficiency. The citizens must unite and decide on a typical structure that binds them; therefore, the need for a management one arises from politics.
           This concept has been faced with critics who involve theories that discredit public policy by stating that political systems integrate the idea of hierarchy in administration. This, therefore, means that power is not universally shared but instead managed from the Top (Pittz et al, 2019). On the other hand, the perfectionism theory states that personal will to the achievement of a state of universal perfectionism. This can be achieved by focusing on the whole human body, spiritually, physically, and mentally. The incorporation of all these concepts in global allegiance will contribute to achieving a common state of wellbeing.
           A deeper investigation of these critics, stakeholders have contributed their ideas criticizing the theory. Stating that the approach lacks explaining the organization's purpose also fails to encapsulate the whole living concept. The practice of the common good promotes the basis for religious traditions such as Catholic traditions. The idea is further criticized as it ensures the responsibility of creation of general standard to everyone; this, according to critics, lacks support as it gives rise to speculation of the assurance of good intention.	

Question 2. 
Utilitarianism is faced with several criticisms on how it articulates its argument one of the critics is having a sense of distastefulness this is common to the people where people have distinct tastes of utilities, some individuals will develop a different preference to a commodity. Utilitarianism is considered to lack an adequate approach to take considerations of all kinds of actions, the approach does not take into non-utilitarian consideration things. The approach can give the level that an action has been done depending on the situation. People who have come to criticize the approach are seen to be irrational because they are not ready to consider any situation. There is an argument that utilitarianism is not taking into consideration the rights of the consumers. There is an argument that has been raised to explain the right of a consumer that will prevail when the utility commodity makes him happy and does not suffer. In pursuit of personal contentment every individual is entitled to have control over this, if the individuals are not in a position to achieve this and a utility commodity is offered to help achieve this, there will be an indication that they are concerned with how the person has shown good potential in achieving the feeling. The approach towards the feeling of contentment will eradicate any type of suffering which can only be achieved by acquiring pleasures but this can't be so due to hardships faced by the less fortunate they are not in a position to acquire all their needs Purshouse,(2018).
The approach has also faced critics due to the impossibility of measuring different variables such as intensity and probability. Consideration was made to verify that some of the goods cannot get substituted when a road is constructed on a parcel of land owned by an individual he will request little compensation because the land has been used he will opt to the only request for little compensation rather than nothing. While making considerations on the utility there are challenges to decide on the measurable worth of the commodity. In the case where the parcel of land is used to make a road the owner should have asked for compensation that would put him in a position to purchase equitable land to that, they had then before. Another criticism is based on the inability to apply the theory practically due to uncertainties and there is also a large number of consumers involved in the evaluation. In this approach, it criticized that we cannot make accurate calculations on what is considered worthy. A question raised to disapprove the practical part of the theory that how credible is the researcher information worth knowing the how an individual has benefited from action taken? The approach supports that to have a quality understanding there will be a need to know the compromise between planning and implementing the approach Purshouse, (2018).
The approach has a limited scope of how it views things. Some individuals have supported the fact that it's fine with the aspects it checks and the limit it checks. More theories can be incorporated in utilitarianism rather than those which are known about contentment in life. Many other things have been mentioned to have valued this will include life and awareness that is significant in contributing towards contentment.  He argues that if awareness was not important to human nature there would be no essence of setting achievable goals. The approach is also criticized based on morality where the person who has taken action is not judged to be right or wrong from this we conclude that the approach is viewed not to be inclusivity of morality Woodard, (2019).
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